Remarks 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of the 
subject application in view of the foregoing amendments and the following 
remarks. 

Claims 1-5, 8-29, 32-50, 52-65, 67-80 and 82-92 are pending in the 
application. No claims are amended herein. Claims 6-7, 30-31, 51, 66 and 81 were 
previously canceled. Claims 93-104 were previously withdrawn. 

§ 103 Rejections 

Claims 1, 3-5, 8-14, 17-25, 27-29, 32-38, 41-50, 53-59, 61-65, 68-74, 77-80 
and 83-92 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gross (U.S. Patent No. 6,850,541; hereafter "Gross") in view of van Beek (U.S. 
Patent App. Pub. No. 2005/0071876; hereafter "van Beek"). Submitted herewith is 
a declaration of the inventors under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 swearing behind van Beek. 
Van Beek should therefore be removed as prior art. 

Although Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 1, 3-5, 8-14, 17-25, 27- 
29, 32-38, 41-50, 53-59, 61-65, 68-74, 77-80 and 83-92 are not unpatentable over 
van Beek, Applicant respectfully reserves further comment on the merits of the 
Examiner's rejections in view of the enclosed declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131. 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection, and respectfully 
requests that the rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 26, 52, 67 and 82 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gross (U.S. Patent No. 6,850,541; hereafter "Gross") in view of 
van Beek (U.S. Patent App. Pub. No. 2005/0071876; hereafter "van Beek") and 
further in view of Loguinov et al. (U.S. Patent App. Pub. No. 2002/0169880; 
hereafter "Loguinov"). Submitted herewith is a declaration of the inventors under 
37 C.F.R. § 1.131 swearing behind van Beek. Van Beek should therefore be 
removed as prior art. 

Although Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 2, 26, 52, 67 and 82 are 
not unpatentable over van Beek, Applicant respectfully reserves further comment 
on the merits of the Examiner's rejections in view of the enclosed declaration 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully traverses the 
rejection, and respectfully requests that the rejection be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 

Claims 15-16, 39-40, 60 and 75-76 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gross (U.S. Patent No. 6,850,541; hereafter "Gross") in 
view of van Beek (U.S. Patent App. Pub. No. 2005/0071876; hereafter "van Beek") 



lee@hayes pile 509.324.9256 



-29- 



Attorney Docket No. MS1-1675US 
Serial No. 10/686,160 



and further in view of Burchfiel (U.S. Patent App. Pub. No. 2004/0092281; 
hereafter "Burchfiel"). Submitted herewith is a declaration of the inventors under 
37 C.F.R. § 1.131 swearing behind van Beek. Van Beek should therefore be 
removed as prior art. 

Although Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 15-16, 39-40, 60 and 
75-76 are not unpatentable over van Beek, Applicant respectfully reserves further 
comment on the merits of the Examiner's rejections in view of the enclosed 
declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully traverses 
the rejection, and respectfully requests that the rejection be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 
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All objections and rejections having been addressed, it is respectfully 
submitted that the present application is now in condition for allowance, and a 
Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. However, if there are any remaining 
matters that may be handled by telephone conference, the Examiner is kindly 
invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Lee & Hayes, PLLC 

Dated: 02/20/2009 By: /Robert C. Peck/ 

Lewis C. Lee 
Reg. No. 34656 
Robert C. Peck 
Reg. No. 56826 
206-876-6019 
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